prefer to conceal but which wiU inevitably come to Ught? Briefly, I was caught in the grip of forces over which I had no control, forces which ended by producing in me a residue of unresolved hostiUty which I discharged, I am sorry to say, on the dogs I happened to encounter in the street. I would entice them to me through the simple devices traditional in man-dog relations and then, when they were in suitable proximity, I would deal them shrewd kicks in the manner made famous and even, I beUeve, invented by CharUe Chaplin: to wit, if the dog approaches from the left, the right foot is crossed behind the left calf and a sharp jab dealt using the left calf as interference or a kind of shield, so to speak, out of which the toe darts like the tongue of a serpent and then retreats quickly to its normal position; or, should the approach of the dog occur from the right, the identical technique with coordinates reversed. If this is done properly the process is practicaUy too fast for the eye to follow. The casual ob server only a few yards away wiU fail to perceive the shoe that flashes out from behind the trouser-leg and wiU notice only that the dog, for some inexpUcable reason, has terminated his approach at a range of perhaps eighteen inches and is withdrawing rapidly, and as inconspicuously as possible, from the scene of ac ship" (a thing in which we eat bread together), and "immaculate conception" (a no-dirt way of making puppies). Please note that I don't say dogs believe in immaculate conception, only that they are able to grasp the concept. question of sincerity or insincerity in canine language, which unUke human speech is designed to express the thoughts of the speaker rather than conceal them. I simply worked, learned, and at last understood, and when I understood I became ex causa and through this itseU a practical member of the species.
One of the first things I discovered when I reached this plane of knowledge is that the alleged faithfulness of dogs is an enormous and conspiratorial sham. I had many conversations on this subject with Epworth, a Newfoundland I met in a pubUc park. Dogs simulate fideUty because it serves their own ends. If cats do not, it is not because they have different ends but because they have elected different means to achieve these ends. Epworth?and again this is a discovery which would shock a dog-lover?had more respect for cats than for people. People pretend to love dogs and understand them, but in reaUty there is an ineradicable basis of condescension in their attitude. ("Condescension" is easily broken down to its concretes: with + descend, you are below me, I come down to be with you.) It was true that this development, through the invention of weapons for hunting and other warfare, had given man the ascendency over animals that had de termined, out of negative reaction, the whole national philosophy of the Canines. But for this ascendency a stick pointed and hardened in the fire was sufficient; as soon as the crudest weapon was invented the dogs had been obUged to faU back on a strategy of non-confrontation, and in this regard they were put at no more disadvantage by the most sophisticated of weapons than they were by the sharpened stick. As for the rest of the technology we were so proud of?man's ability to duplicate functions performed by the buzzard, the porpoise, the meteorite, etc.?these seemed to him a kind of mimicry that might amuse the very young but was hardly of interest to mature minds. Like our cleverness in depilating our bodies which then necessitated clothing, clothing which in turn necessitated the invention of the washing machine, and so on. Oddly enough the one technical feat of man that impressed Von Rundstedt was the ability to open cans. It did not seem remarkable to him that man had learned to put food in cans in the first place. It is not very difficult, he pointed out, to hide things so that they become inaccessible. As a matter of fact he could see no necessity for storing food, the proper place to store food was in one's stomach, but he was
